
     “DON’T BORE US, GET TO THE CHORUS, 

      OPEN THE FLOODGATES” - RADIOHEAD 

State v. Hurles, 185 Ariz. 199 (1996) 

• Rule 404 doesn’t apply, if it’s relevant, it’s in! 

• “Trying” to get caught ≠ insanity 



 

 

In Re Natalie Z., 214 Ariz. 452 (App. 2007)  

• Mental illness doesn’t prove insanity 

• Marshall Mathers Motive matters 
 

        Crazy Insane, Or Insane Crazy? 



MOTIONS TO KEEP IN MIND 

• Definition “wrongfulness” (Tamplin, 195 Ariz. 246) 

 

• In limine re: Mott categories 2 & 3 

 

• Limit experts (e.g., “preliminary” opinion) 

 



 

 

 

DR. PITT’S EVALUATION & 

THE FORENSIC INTERVIEW:   
 

• Contact prior to apprehension 

• Available records:  give me everything! 

• Visit the scene 

• Collateral interviews 
 



 

 

 

DR. PITT’S EVALUATION & 

THE FORENSIC INTERVIEW:   
 

• Evaluation 

• Referral question(s) 

• Goal(s) 

• Venue 

• Format 

• Video and audio 

• Preserving the integrity of the interview 
 



 

 

 

DR. PITT’S EVALUATION & 

THE FORENSIC INTERVIEW:   

 • Interviewing in general:  process & goals 
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THE DATA 
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• Retrospective 

• Two prongs 

• Two methods  

 

 
 

 

 

FORENSIC & NEUROPSYCHOLOGICAL 

EVALUATION OF INSANITY 

 



• 13-502 “A person may be found guilty 

except insane if at the time of the 

commission of the criminal act the 

person was afflicted with a mental 

disease or defect of such severity that 

the person did not know the criminal act 

was wrong.” 
 

 

 

INSANITY TEST 



Prong One- “…afflicted with a mental disease or 

defect of such severity…” 

 

Three critical points in time: 

Before (medical/school records) 

During (police reports; forensic interview) 

After (mental health evals) 
 

 

FIRST PRONG EVALUATION 



 

Evaluation of Mental Disease at time 3 

   -personality testing 

 

Evaluation of Mental Defect at time 3 

  -neuropsych and IQ testing 
 

 

AFTER 



• “As mentioned above, Mr. Curley was 

administered The Personality Assessment 

Inventory- Correctional Sample (PAI-CS), a 344 

item objective inventory of adult personality 

normed on an incarcerated correctional sample.  

Computer interpreted results of the PAI are 

generally valid.   

CURLEY REPORT 



 

 

“Results describe a socially isolated individual 

who reports psychotic symptoms, suicidal 

ideation, and is likely to be impulsive; 

demonstrating risk taking and generally 

antisocial behavior…..There is ample indication 

that Mr. Curley suffered from mental disease 

before and during this time period…”  



 Prong Two- “…that the person did not know the 

criminal act was wrong.” 

 

 Three critical points in time: 

 Before (police reports; forensic interview) 

 During (police reports; forensic interview) 

 After (police reports; forensic interview) 
 

 

SECOND PRONG EVALUATION 



SCOTT CURLEY – THE REPORT 




